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Detailed Action 



Claim Rejections - 35 U.S. C. 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A Patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between tteSkS 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subS matte £? 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made te a pe™n having 
ordinary skill ,n the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability sha! noTbe 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-13 and 19-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as beinq 
unpatentable over Fay (US 6,484,463). 9 

Claims 1, 13, 23, and 24, Fay teaches a method of producing a fiberglass 
insulation batt including passing a stream of fiberglass insulation 100 through cutter 104 
to cut insulation 100 to form side-by-side separate strips 22 and 24 separated by a gap, 
applying binder adhesive to portions of strips 22 and 24 (claim 3-5, 7-10, 12, and 20- 
22 as well) along the gap using item 108 (claim 11), and then bonding strips 22 and 24 
together (claims 3-5, 7-10, 12, and 20-22 as well) using the binder adhesive to form a 
binder bridge spanning the gap to producing the final batt. Fay also teaches using a strip 
separator to move strips 22 and 24 away from each other for widening the gap such that 
the binder is within this widened gap when dispensed (claims 2, 6, 13, 24). The bridge 
in Fay is considered frangible to the same degree as that in the claims in that it inherently 
has relatively weak internal bonds in comparison to the internal bonds within strips 22 and 
24 in that the binder adhesive is not reinforced with glass fibers. The binder adhesive is, 
but not limited to, a hot melt type. Claim 19, Fay teaches applying a force to the edges 
of strips 22 and 24 for separation, see Figure 8 and related discussion. 
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Claims 1, 13, 23, and 24, Fay does not teach using a hot melt adhesive that is 
heat polymerized (claims 1, 13, 23, 24) in a curing oven (claims 1, 13) to form the bridge. 

However, Fay does not limited the adhesive to that disclosed and hot melt 
adhesives that are heat polymerizable and oven cured are a conventional. It would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have provided in Fay such an adhesive because it is obvious to replace one adhesive (hot 
melt adhesive, no specific restriction) with another art recognized alternative adhesive 
(hot melt adhesive which is heat polymerizable) where Fay do not place restrictions on the 
type of adhesive which can be used such that one skilled in the art would not consider the 
substitution detrimental to the process of Fay. 

3. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cameron et al. (US 4,552,793). 

Claim 1, Cameron et al. teach a method of producing a fiberglass insulation batt 
including passing a stream of fiberglass insulation 12 through cutter 28 to cut insulation 
12 to form side-by-side separate strips 30 separated by a gap, applying binder adhesive 
to portions of strips 30 along the gap (from above and along the gap) using item 32, and 
then bonding strips 30 together using the binder adhesive to form a binder bridge 
spanning the gap to producing the final batt. The bridge in Cameron is considered 
frangible to the same degree as that in the claims in that it inherently has relatively weak 
internal bonds in comparison to the internal bonds within strips 30 in that the binder 
adhesive is not reinforced with glass fibers. 

Claim 1, Cameron et al. do not teach using an adhesive that is then heat 
polymerized in a curing oven to form the bridge. 

However, Cameron does not limited the adhesive to that disclosed and heat 
polymerizable adhesives which are oven cured are a conventional. It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
provided m Cameron et al. such an adhesive because it is obvious to replace one adhesive 
with another art recognized alternative adhesive where Cameron et al. do not place 
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restrictions on the type of adhesive which can be used such that one skilled in the art 
would not consider the substitution detrimental to the process of Cameron et al. 



Allowable Sub ject Matter 

4. Claims 14-18 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 



5. 



The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 



claim 14 Fay does not teach that the strip separator comprises a knife blade 
mounted for oscillatory movement in the gap and an oscillator coupled to the knife blade 
proving means for discharging pressurized air into the gap to provide the widened gap 
between the strips; 

claim 15, Fay does not teach that the strip separator comprises an air knife 
providing means for discharging pressurized air into the gap to provide the widened gap 
between the strips; claim 16, Fay does not teach that the strip separator comprises a 
conduit arranged to intercept the strips along the gap and formed to include means for 
discharging pressurized air into the gap to provide the widened gap between the strips; 

claim 18, Fay does not teach that the strip separator comprises a ram and means 
for moving the ram to engage the strips as the strips move relative to the ram to form a 

"iiSSssrjsr 1 " m in the strips alon9 the gap ' which pockets cooperate to 

6. As allowable subject matter has been indicated, applicant's reply must either 
comp y with all formal requirements or specifically traverse each requirement not 
complied with. See 37 CFR 1.111(b) and MPEP § 707.07(a) 



Other Prior Art of Record 

7. The following prior art has been made of record: 

Carlson teaches a method of producing a final batt including passing a stream of 
the batt through cutter 42 to cut the batt to form side-by-side separate strips 37a 
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separated by a gap, applying a binder adhesive to portions of at least one of strips 37a 
along the gap using fingers 46, and then bonding strips 37a together using the binder 
adhesive to form a binder bridge spanning the gap to producing the final batt. Carlson 
also teaches using strip separator 45 to move strips 37a away from each other for 
widening the gap. "me bridge in Carlson is considered frangible to the same degree as 
that in the claims in that it inherently has relatively weak internal bonds in comparison to 
the internal bonds within strips 37a in that the binder adhesive is not reinforced as within 
strips 37a. 

However, it would not have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have provided in Carlson using a batt of fiberglass 
insulation in that the batt of Carlson is a strong reinforced batt for load-bearing purposes. 
Also, Carlson it would not have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have provided in Carlson (a) passing strips 37a through a 
curing over to expose strips 37a and the binder adhesive to a curing heat to polymerized 
the binder adhesive in that the adhesive used is a cold-setting type (claims 1, 13) or (b) 
heating the binder adhesive in that the adhesive used is a cold-setting type (claim24) or 
(c ) exposing strips 37a and the binder adhesive to a cure heat to polymerized the binder 
adhesive in that the adhesive used is a cold-setting adhesive. 

Syme et al. teach a method of producing a fiberglass insulation batt including 
passing a stream of the batt through a cutter to cut the batt to form side-by-side separate 
strips 18 separated by a gap, applying a binder adhesive to portions of at least one of 
strips 18 along and within the gap using item 9, and then preventing bonding of strips 30 
together using the binder adhesive so as not to form a binder bridge spanning the gap to 
make final batt in that item 30 is provided to prevent bonding of the fast curing adhesive 
which does not require heat. 

Shannon et al. teaches a method of producing a fiberglass insulation batt including 
cutting a mother batt to form slabs, stacking the slabs at 37, cutting the stack at 38 to 
form strips, lining the strips together, and bonding the strips together using item 40 The 
longitudinal bridges in Figures 1 and 2 are formed when the stack is formed and then cut 
at 38. 



Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Linda Gray whose telephone number is (571) 272-1228 
The examiner can normally be reached Monday-Friday from 9:00 am to 5-00 pm 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Fiorilla can be reached at (571) 272-1187. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.usp to.Qov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). ~ ' " 



Hg J&tf 
November 29, 2004 





LINDA GRAY 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



